IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

COURTROOM PROCEEDINGS

The court met in its courtroom at 10:00 A.M. Present: Honorable
James A. Ardaiz, Presiding Justice; Honorable Betty L. Dawson,
Associate Justice; Honorable Stephen Kane, Associate Justice; and
Leisa V. Biggers, Clerk/Administrator, by Joe G. Lopez, Senior
Deputy Clerk.

F048670 Nieblas v. The Bank Of New York et al.
Cause called and argued by Edwin W. Wilson, Esqg., counsel for
appellant and by Bruce A. Scheidt, Esq., counsel for respondents.

Cause ordered submitted.
Court recessed until Monday, September 11, 2006 at 1:45 P.M.

The court reconvened in its courtroom at 1:45 P.M. Present:
Honorable James A. Ardaiz, Presiding Justice; Honorable Betty L.
Dawson, Associate Justice; Honorable Stephen Kane, Associate
Justice; and Leisa V. Biggers, Clerk/Administrator, by Joe G. Lopez,
Senior Deputy Clerk.

F047149 Mauchley et al. v. Katakis et al.
Cause called and argued by Richard C. Sinclair, Esq., counsel for
appellants and by Timothy M. Ryan, Esq., counsel for respondents.

Cause ordered submitted.
Court recessed until Tuesday, September 12, 2006 at 10:00 A.M.
F049516 People v. Stanfield
Counsel having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the

provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.
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People v. Stanfield
The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

People v. Tinoco, Jr.

Counsel having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.

People v. Tinoco, Jr.

Appellant’s sentence is vacated and the case remanded to the trial
court to clarify appellant’s sentence. The court shall prepare an
amended abstract reflecting that appellant’s conviction in count one of
case No. F05903805-0 was for unlawfully driving or taking a vehicle.
The court shall forward the amended abstract of judgment to the
appropriate authorities. The judgment is otherwise affirmed.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

In re Jose G., a Minor
Appellant’s petition for rehearing filed herein is denied.

People v. Carrizales

Counsel having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.

Monday, September 11, 2006 Page 2 of 3



IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

F049217 People v. Carrizales
The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
F051046 Servin et al. v. I-5 Social Services Incorporated, Inc. et al.

No response having been filed to this court’s August 25, 2006
order, appellant CAGSI is dismissed from the above entitled action.
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